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Cypress Broadcasting, Inc. ("Cypress"), licensee of television

station KCBA, Channel 35, licensed to Salinas, California, hereby

moves for leave to file a revised copy of its Petition for

Reconsi4eration of the Commission's Report and Order in the above-

captioned proceeding, which Cypress filed May 3, 1993. Cypress

submius this motion to provide a revised copy of its Petition for

Reconsideration, which inadvertently included an inaccurate

descr!ption of one aspect of the Commission's Report and Order.

The rcevision does not change any substantive argument in the

Petit~on for Reconsideration, but it does demonstrate further

Commisision support for the arguments previously raised by CSI. The



pages which "have been revised are attached to this Motion and the

revisions to those pages are underlined.

WHEREFORE, for good cause shown, Cypress moves for leave to

file the attached revised copy of its Petition for Reconsideration.

Respectfully submitted,

CYPRESS BROADCASTING COMPANY

J es L. W nston, Esq.
alter E. Diercks, Esq.

Rubin, Winston, Diercks,
Harris & Cooke

1730 M Street, N~W.

Suit 412
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 861-0870

May 10, 1993



19. Second, the Cable Act requires Granite to present

evidence on whether any other station, that is eligible to be

carried by a cable system in the affected community as a must-carry

signal, provides "news coverage of issues of concern to the

affected community or provides carriage or coverage of sporting and

other events of interest to the affected community." Section

614(h)(1)(C)(ii)(II). Again, Granite presented no such evidence,

and the Commission had no record upon which it could make the

finding the Cable Act requires.

20. Third, the Cable Act requires Granite to present

"evidence of viewing patterns in cable and noncable households

within the areas served by the cable system or systems in such

community." Section 614(h)(1)(C)(ii)(IV). The Cable Act does not

specify precisely the information the Commission must require to

meet the evidentiary burden imposed by Section

614(h)(1)(C)(ii)(IV) •

••lil'S~~iil••I~iIIIJ~i.~i!M!lfll_lli.~iII.i511~1!~~!i!I!1ltIIIIBSBm

F.!!~I:li:liJ.ikl.*=.lli~~:il:Iil:~*_il~!:[.!~_ilJ*._I~~i::Hill!i~*1:~il:~iI\UI:i:::~:•••iI91
BI.:~fll.I;~il:~:_.lt~II'8iluil:::IIIII"~.lf.g.&51!1l:I~I.II~Sle.!

1_::!!~!••lj:::~lMI.I!.1:!i.lfl.:~li*.1iii!11_11f.tflIII~f:Thus, Granite's

showing on this point is particularly inadequate, and the

Commission once again has no evidence to support the finding

required by the Act.



IV. THE COJOIISSIOR ay BY RULBIIAKIJIG RBDBPIBB THE SALIHAS-KOftERBY
API TO INCLUDE SAftA CLARA COVll'l'J

21. As noted above, in reconsidering its decision to accord

stations must-carry rights in communities outside of their ADIs,

the Commission may afford KNTV the opportunity to file a request

with sufficient evidence to make the statutory showing justifying

must-carry rights in additional "communities." Alternatively, if

the Commission chooses to add a II county II to the Salinas-Monterey

market, it must do so in a manner consistent with the Cable Act and

Commission precedent.

22. While the Cable Act precludes the Commission from

designating additional counties as part of the Salinas-Monterey

market for the sole benefit of KNTV, the Cable Act does not

preclude the Commission from using its existing rulemaking

procedures to redefine the Salinas-Monterey market to include Santa

Clara County in that market. The Commission currently allows

parties to petition for addition of counties or communities to the

list of markets included in Section 76.51 of the Commission's Rules

through the use of Part 1, Subpart C rulemaking procedures. The

Cable Act does not preclude the Commission from continuing to

utilize this procedure: Indeed, the Act specifically directs the

Commission to revise the list in Section 76.51 as required to

implement the provisions of the Cable Act. 47 U.S.C. Section

614 ( f) • By utilizing its existing rulemaking procedures to add

Santa Clara County to the Salinas-MontereyADI, the Commission will

accord must-carry rights to all stations in the market in the new

county. This will avoid the competitive imbalance the Commission's



CBRTIFICATE OF SBRVICB

I, Kathy Nickens, a secretary in the law firm of Rubin,

Winston, Diercks, Harris & Cooke, do hereby certify that a copy of

the foregoing "KOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE REVISED PBTITION FOR

RECONSIDBRATION" was served this 10th day of May, 1993, by first-

class postage mail to the following:

Tom W. Davidson
Paul S. Pien
Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer & Feld
1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for Granite Broadcasting

Corporation


